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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office Action is in response to Amendment filed on date: 01/24/2007. 
Claims 1-11, 18-22, 24 and 25 are still pending. 

Claims 12-17 and 23 are cancelled. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see REMARKS, have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

a) Applicant argued, with respect to the rejection of claims 1-1 1 and 18-21 , that 
"a choice of programs, not a choice of transmission modes, and the set of choices is not 
tailored based on at least one presentation capability of the terminal". The examiner 
respectfully disagrees with the applicant's arguments. Gourraud discloses a program list 
including a plurality of selected programs, which are provided by a plurality of content 
providers (see [0014] and fig. 7). More specifically, Gourraud discloses each of the 
content providers having at least one given type of media programs such as for 
example movies ("video" for "view"), songs ("audio" for "listen"), etc. (see [0013]) and 
the user can select the program to be viewed [0041] based on presentation capability of 
the terminal ("at least one", which is an alternative phrase. Therefore, the reference 

9 

need only show "view" as the presentation capability of the terminal). Since, applicant 
specifies "a transmission mode" as "video only, audio only" (see applicant's specification 
page 9), it is interpreted a choice of programs as a choice of transmission mode. Thus, 
Gourraud discloses claimed limitation of "the set of choices is tailored based on at least 
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one presentation capability of the wireless handset; and receiving a list of available 
media contents wherein all media content in the list of available media content is 
compatible with the indicated transmission mode and therefore capable of presentation 
on the wireless handset and receiving from a user a selection of one of the media 
content in the list of available media content". 

b) Applicant argued, with respect to the rejection of claims 22, 24 and 25, that 
"Gourraud does not disclose a list of permissible transmission modes that is tailored to 
the presentation capabilities of the wireless handset". The examiner respectfully 
disagrees with the applicant's arguments. Same as cited above, Gourraud discloses 
that each of the content providers having at least one given type of media programs 
such as for example movies ("video" for "view") songs ("audio" for "listen"), etc (see 
[0013]) and the user can select a program from a program list (PL 103) to be viewed 
[0041] based on presentation capability of the terminal ("at least one", which is an 
alternative phrase. Therefore, the reference need only show "view" as the presentation 
capability of the terminal). Gourraud also particularly discloses that the program list 
containing a plurality of programs, which are provided by a plurality of content providers 
(see fig. 7). Since, applicant specifies "a transmission mode" as "video only, audio only" 
(see applicant's specification page 9), it is interpreted a program list as a list of 
permissible transmission modes. Thus, Gourraud discloses claimed limitation of "a list 
of permissible transmission modes that is tailored to the presentation capabilities of the 
wireless handset". 
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With all the reasons stated above, the rejection is deemed proper and still 
stands. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

I) Claims 1-11 and 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mosher (US-2002/0099790, previously cited) in view of Gourraud 
(US-2003/0079020, previously cited). 

Consider claim 1 , Mosher discloses a method of selecting a transmission mode 
for streaming media content to a wireless handset (figures 3A-3G, 5 and 6, and 
paragraphs 0015 and 0034-0040), the method comprising: 

presenting on the wireless handset a set of choices indicating transmission 
modes for streaming media content to the wireless handset (figures 3A-3G, and 
paragraphs 0058, 0062-0077, 0091, 0104, 0113, 0122-0124, 0252, and 0277); 

receiving from a user of the wireless handset an indication of a transmission 
mode selected from the set of choices (figures 3A-3G, and paragraphs 0058, 0062- 
0077, 0091, 0104, 0113, 0122-0124, 0252, and 0277); 
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sending from the wireless handset to a media server an indication of the selected 
transmission mode (figures 3A-3G, and paragraphs 0058, 0062-0077, 0091, 0104, 
0113, 0122-0124, 0252, and 0277); and 

receiving into the wireless handset media content streamed from the media 
server at the selected transmission mode (figures 3A-3G, and paragraphs 0058, 0062- 
0077, 0091, 0104, 0113, 0122-0124, 0252, and 0277). But, Mosher does not specifically 
disclose that the set of choices is tailored based on at least one presentation capability 
of the wireless handset; and receiving a list of available media contents wherein all 
media content in the list of available media content is compatible with the indicated 
transmission mode and therefore capable of presentation on the wireless handset and 
receiving from a user a selection of one of the media content in the list of available 
media content. However in analogous art, Gourraud teaches receiving the set of 
choices is tailored based on at least one presentation capability of the wireless handset 
("viewed or listened" see [0032] and [0038]); and receiving a list of available media 
contents wherein all media content in the list of available media content is compatible 
with the indicated transmission mode (fig. 7 see [0038]-[0044]) and therefore capable of 
presentation on the wireless handset and receiving from a user a selection of one of the 
media content in the list of available media content ([0038]-[0044]); therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the method of Mosher as taught by Gourraud because "the end-user always 
downloads selected programs from the content provider through the service provider" 
and "for the provision of various types of multimedia content to the end-user. It would 
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be also practical to have a network model that avoids the occurrence of bandwidth 
bottlenecks at the level of any node of the network, including at the level of the service 
provider. Furthermore, it would be convenient to provide the end-user with increased 
flexibility for accessing and viewing, or listening to, the selected programs" see [0004]- 
[0011]). 

Consider claims 2, 3, and 8, and as applied to claim 1 above, Mosher, as 
modified by Gourraud, discloses: 

sending the set of choices from the media server to the wireless handset (figures 
3A-3G, and paragraphs 0058, 0062-0077, 0091, 0104, 0113, 0122-0124, 0252, and 
0277); and 

the media server establishing the set of choices to send to the wireless handset 
using a type of media content (figures 3A-3G, and paragraphs 0058, 0062-0077, 0091, 
0104, 0113, 0122-0124, 0252, and 0277). 

Consider claims 4-7 and 9-11, and as applied to claims 1 and 3 above, Gourraud 
further discloses sending from the wireless handset to the media server a capability 
indication for the wireless handset, wherein sending a capability indication further 
comprises sending from the wireless handset to the media server an indication of a 
make and model of the wireless handset (e.g., SIP INVITE message), wherein the 
capability indication indicates the at least one presentation capability, and wherein the 
at least one presentation capability defines a capability of a media player application, is 
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selected by the user, and includes a plurality of presentation capabilities (fig. 7 see 
[0038]-[0044]); andthe media server using the capability indication as a basis to 
establish the set of choices to send to the wireless handset (fig. 7 see [0038]-[0044]). 

Claims 18-21 are similarly rejected from the same reasons explained in detail 
above for claims 1-11. 

Consider claim 22, method for streaming media content to a wireless handset 
(figures 3A-3G, 5 and 6, and paragraphs 0015 and 0034-0040), the method comprising: 

determining a list of permissible transmission modes for a selected media 
content choice (figures 3A-3G, and paragraphs 0058, 0062-0077, 0091, 0104, 0113, 
0122-0124, 0252, and 0277); 

providing the user with the list of permissible transmission modes for the selected 
media content choice (figures 3A-3G, and paragraphs 0058, 0062-0077, 0091, 0104, 
0113, 0122-0124, 0252, and 0277); 

receiving into the wireless handset the selected media content choice at a 
selected transmission mode, the selected transmission mode having been selected by 
the user from the list of permissible transmission modes (figures 3A-3G, and 
paragraphs 0058, 0062-0077, 0091, 0104, 0113, 0122-0124, 0252, and 0277). 

But, Mosher does not specifically disclose providing a user of the wireless 
handset with a list of media content choices, wherein the list of permissible transmission 
modes is tailored to the presentation capabilities of the wireless handset; and the 
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selected media content choice having been selected by the user from the list of media 
content choices. However, Gourraud teaches providing a user of the wireless handset 
with a list of media content choices (figs. 4 and 7 see [0038]-[0044]), wherein the list of 
permissible transmission modes is tailored to the presentation capabilities of the 
wireless handset ("viewed or listened" see [0032] and [0038]); and the selected media 
content choice having been selected by the user from the list of media content choices 
(figs. 4 and 7 see [0038]-[0044]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the method of 
Mosher as taught by Gourraud because "the end-user always downloads selected 
programs from the content provider through the service provider" and "for the provision 
of various types of multimedia content to the end-user. It would be also practical to 
have a network model that avoids the occurrence of bandwidth bottlenecks at the level 
of any node of the network, including at the level of the service provider. Furthermore, it 
would be convenient to provide the end-user with increased flexibility for accessing and 
viewing, or listening to, the selected programs" see [0004]-[001 1]). 

II) Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mosher in view of Gourraud and further in view of lida (US-6,952,279, previously cited). 

Consider claim 24, and as applied to claim 22 above, Mosher further discloses 
wherein determining a list of permissible transmission modes for a selected media 
content choice comprises: identifying a full set of transmission modes (figures 3A-3G, 
and paragraphs 0058, 0062-0077, 0091, 0104, 0113, 0122-0124, 0252, and 0277). But, 
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Mosher and Gourraud do not specifically disclose removing from the full set of 
transmission modes any transmission mode that is not supported by the wireless 
handset. However in analogous art, lida teaches removing from the full set of 
transmission modes any transmission mode that is not supported by the wireless 
handset; therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the method of Mosher and Gourraud as taught 
by lida in order to reflect "the user entered data in the HTML file of reception list 
corresponding to the operation content, the user is able to modify the reception list in 
homepage format provided from WWW server section 12" (col. 12, lines 1-22). 

Ill) Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mosher in view of Gourraud and further in view of Oishi (US-6,779,195, previously 
cited). 

Consider claim 25, and as applied to claim 22 above, Mosher further discloses 
wherein determining a list of permissible transmission modes for a selected media 
content choice comprises: identifying a full set of transmission modes (figures 3A-3G, 
and paragraphs 0058, 0062-0077, 0091, 0104, 0113, 0122-0124, 0252, and 0277). But, 
Mosher and Gourraud do not specifically disclose removing from the full set of 
transmission modes any transmission mode that is unnecessary for the media type of 
the selected media content choice. However in analogous art, Oishi teaches removing 
from the full set of transmission modes any transmission mode that is unnecessary for 
the media type of the selected media content choice (see col. 1, lines 7-25); therefore, it 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the method of Mosher and Gourraud as taught by Oishi in order for 
"preventing confusion of viewers by displaying no program guide information in relation 
to the program information not existing in the NIT among those detected from the digital 
broadcast data" (see col. 1 , lines 7-25). 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL 

Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Huy Q Phan whose telephone number is 571-272-7924. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8AM-6PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on 571-272-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). * 
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